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REMARKS 

By this amendment, daims 1, 2, 5, and 6 and the specification are revised, new 
claim 8 is added, and claims 3 and 4 are canceled to place this application in condition 
for allowance. Currently, claims 1, 2, and 5-8 are before the Examiner for 
consideration of their merits. 

Claim 6 has been rewritten into independent form and is thus in condition for 
allowance. Claims 5 and 1 have been combined as new independent claim 8. Since 
claim 5 was indicated as containing allowable subject matter and was dependent on 
claim 1, new claim 8 is also in condition for allowance. 

In the Office Action, the Examiner raised issues regarding the drawings and 
specification. In response to the objection to the use of "Patent Document", this 
language has been replaced with reference to the patent cited on page 1 of the 
specification. 

Regarding the use of the term "stopper" for components 21 and 43, the 
specification has been revised to define component 43 as a stop so that two different 
terms are used and no confusion now exists. This change also solves the problem 
with the drawing. A minor error is also corrected on page 15 of the specification. 

The last informality is the objection to the drawings for allegedly failing to 
illustrate the "limiting means adapted to limit the angular range within rotation" as 
defined in claim 6. Applicant does not understand this objection and believes that it 
should be withdrawn. The Examiner's attention is directed to Figure 9 and stop 43. 
The description of figure 9 reveals that stop 43 of the second dip member 12 interacts 
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with first dip member 11 to control rotation of clip member 12. Therefore, the 
drawings do illustrate the means of claim 6, and the objection in this regard should be 
withdrawn. 

The rejection of claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph is also 
believed to be overcome by the amendments thereto. In the action, the Examiner 
objected to the definition of the groove, and this language has been deleted from 
claim 2 and replaced with language believed to be fully definite under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
second paragraph. If the Examiner still has concerns with the language of claim 2 and 
this is the only issue delaying allowance of this application, the Examiner is invited to 
telephone the undersigned to resolve such issues so as not to delay the allowance. 

Applicant also acknowledges the indication of allowable subject matter in claims 
5 and 6. However, since Applicant believes that broader patent protection should be 
obtained, amending the application and limiting the independent claims to the subject 
matter found in claims 5 and 6 is deferred. 

Turning now to the prior art rejection, the Examiner relies on 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) to reject claims 1-4 and 7 based on United States Patent No. 5,199,422 to 
Rasocha. 

It is respectfully submitted that Rasocha does not teach the snorkel clip of 
claim 1. Claim 1 now defines the guide as having a longitudinal direction in parallel 
with said longitudinal direction of said strap. The guide also includes in the 
longitudinal direction a couple of opposite end regions comprising one blind end 
region to stop the movement of said second clip member and the other openable 
end region to receive said second clip member with the openable end region being 
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dosed by an elastically deformable stopper means provide in said first clip member 
to prevent said second clip member received in said guide from falling off from said 
openable end region. 

In the rejection, the Examiner alleges that Rasocha teaches a first clip 
member 134 and a second clip member 132. The guide adapted to move the 
second clip in a longitudinal direction of the strap is alleged to be keyhole-shaped 
opening 160, and the stopper retaining the second clip member 132 in the guide is 
the boss 144. The Examiner contends that since the clip member 132 can rotate 
fully with respect to the clip member 134, the snorkel dip if "fully capable of moving 
the guide in a longitudinal direction in relation to the strap." 

Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection of claim 1 on the grounds that 
the characterization that the limitation regarding the guide is taught is in error, and 
that Rasocha does not teach the guide and stopper as now daimed. 

In original claim 1, the guide is described as controlling longitudinal 
movement of the second dip member. Referencing Rasocha in this regard, the 
guide is alleged to be the keyhole-shaped opening 160 (hereinafter "keyhole") which 
allows the dip member 132 to rotate with respect to the strap. It is not seen how 
the rotation of the dip 132 of Rasocha meets the daimed limitation that the guide 
allows the clip member to move in the longitudinal direction of the strap. While the 
clip member 132 may pass through the longitudinal direction of the strap, its 
movement would be circular and cannot be considered to be in the direction of the 
longitude of the strap. The anticipation rejection fails for this reason and it must be 
withdrawn. 
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The rejection based on 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) also cannot be repeated since claim 
1 now defines the guide as having a longitudinal direction parallel to the longitudinal 
direction of the strap. This feature is missing from Rasocha. The keyhole 160 
cannot be considered to have the claimed longitudinal direction which is parallel to 
the longitude of the strap. 

Further, Rasocha lacks the limitations of claim 1 regarding the blind end 
region, openable end region, and the claimed stopper. The alleged stopper or boss 
144 of Rasocha cannot be considered to be the claimed stopper as now defined. 
Moreover, the keyhole 160 lacks the blind and openable ends that work with the 
stopper to keep the second dip member in place. Lacking these added limitations, 
Rasocha cannot anticipate claim 1, as amended, and the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(b) must be withdrawn. 

Having removed the anticipatory rejection, the Examiner can only rely on 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) to reject claim 1. However, given that Rasocha is fundamentally 
different from the claimed invention, motivation is absent to modify Rasocha so as to 
arrive at the invention. Any allegation of daim 1 being obvious in light of the 
teachings of Rasocha is the blatant hindsight reconstruction of the prior art in light of 
Applicant's disdosure and any such rejection could not be sustained upon appeal. 

In summary, Rasocha cannot be said to establish a prima facfecase of 
anticipation or obviousness against claim 1. Since claim 1 is patentably distinct from 
the applied prior art, its dependent claims 2 and 7 are also in condition for allowance 
with allowable claims 5 and 8. 
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If the Examiner believes that an Interview with Applicants' attorney would be 
helpful in expediting allowance of this application, the Examiner is requested to 
telephone the undersigned at 202-835-1753. 

The above constitutes a complete response to all issues raised in the Office 
Action dated February 8, 2006. 

Again, reconsideration and allowance of this application is respectfully 
requested. 

Please charge any fee deficiency or credit any overpayment to Deposit 
Account No. 50-1088. 



Customer No. 22902 
1090 Vermont Ave. NW 
Suite 250 

Washington, DC 20005 
Telephone: 202-835-1111 
Facsimile: 202-835-1755 
Docket No.: 12010-0052 
Date: April 28, 2006 
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Respectfully submitted, 



By 




